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8 Publications which appear in Order 
to ſhew the Propriety and even Neceſſity of re- 
pealing the Corporation and Teſt Acts, calculated to 
N oo i ts 
unenlightened, call loudly on every true Friend of the 
eſtabliſhed Church to exert his utmoſt Endeavours in 
Support of that happy Conſtitution which Diſſenters 
are evidently aiming once more to overwhelm with 
Conſuſom. The Author of theſe Sheets candidly ac- 
knowledges, that being a Member of the Church of 
England he cannot be otherwiſe than zealous for its 
Welfare; and though not preſuming to be totally di- 
veſted of thoſe Prejudices, which naturally ariſe in the 
human Mind from Habits and Education, yet he pro- 
Brethren, the moſt liberal Sentiments of, and the moſt 
pea 
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with al! becoming Freedom to offer ſome Strictures on a 
late Publica ion, entitled, * Reaſons for ſeeking a Re- 

* neal of the Corperotion and Teſt Acts, fubmitted to 
* the Confideration of the candid and impartial. By a 
« Diſſenter. If theſe Reaſons ſhould be fubmitted to 
none but thoſe to whom they are addrefſed, they will 
certainly fail of the End propoſed; for the candid and 
ampariial Reader will on the ſlighteſt Glance perceive, 
that almoſt every Propoſition in that Publication is 
merely gratis Didtum, Aſſertions without Proof, Con- 
cluſions drawn from erroneous Premiſes, and that what 
Page. We heanily concur with the Author in the 
Choice of his Motto; and are as deſirous that all Bit. 
terneſa, and Wrath, and Anger, and Ciamour, and Evil 
Speaking ſhould be put away from every Denomination 
of Chriſtians, as this Diſſenter or any other can be: But 
the Hearts of Men are not always known by their Pro- 
feſhons ; their Conduct and their Actions are the only 
Criterion whereby certainly to know them, as the Tree 
is diſt i nguiſbed not by its flouriſhing Leaves or Blof- 
foms, but by the Fruit which it produceth. In Proof 
of this Aﬀertion, let any one candidly perufe the Pages 
which have fallen from the Pen of this Diſſenter, and he 
will be forced to acknowledge, that Bitterneſs and Malier 
againſt the eſtabliſhed Church had Poſſeſſion of his 
Heart in a very eminent Degree at the Time when he 
quoted theſe charitable Expreflions of the Apoſtle. If 
the genuine ſpirit of real Charity, the true Chriftian 
ErIEIk EIA,“ had aftuated lum, we ſhould not have 


* The Printer has no Greek Types. 


ſeen - 


= 
ſeen that Air of Irony, that farcaſtic Sneer, thoſe fre- 


« he requeſts of the Reader is, to peruſe what he has 
« written without Prejudice, and in forming his Fudg- 
« ment and deciding on the Queſtion to keep the golden 
« Rule in View; namely, to wiſh that to be done to 
® Proteftant Difſeniers which he would wiſh to be done to 
uu were he in their Place.” To deſire us to read 
without Prejudice is as reaſonable a Requeſt, as it is for 
a Priſoner accuſed of a Crime to deſire to be heard in 
his own Defence; but to deſire us, when we have read, 
to wiſh that to be done to Proteſtant Diſſenters, which 
we would wiſh to be done to us were we Diſſenters, is. 
exactly as modeſt an ExpeQation, as if the ſame Priſoner, 
coſt the Judge, and fay; Al I requeſt of your Lord 
* ſhip is, to order that to be done to me, which, if you 
© were the Thief and I the Judge, you would wiſh 
* ſhould be done to you. The Truth is, that nothing 
is more eaſy than to induce a Mifapphcation of this ce- 
lebrated Rule, which, thoug: for its Brevity and Per- 
ſpicuity adapted to the mcaneſt Comprehenhon, is yet 
in its literal Senſe undoubtedly liable to great Maicon- 
ſtruction, and capable of being applied to ſupport the 
moſt groſs Abfurditics ; of this our Diſſenter hath in 
the preſent Iuſtance moſt notably availed himſelf. 


After two or three Pages ſpent in an unintereſting 
Hiſtory of the Teſt and Corporation Acts, and fome 
| Rea- 
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Reaſons for the ſeveral Miſcarriages in attempting to re- 
peal them, the Difſenter aſks, © If Parliament in the 
« Reign of Clas les II. exerted itſelf again and again to 
grant us Relief, what may we not expect from Parlia- 
* ment under the Reign of George III. @ Prince who 
* loves the Proteſtant Religion, in @ liberal and enlight- 
* ened Age, eſpecially after the Revolution of a Century 
* has proved us to be good Subjefts, and firmly attached 
* to the Conflitution and to the Family on the Throne.” 
I will tell bim what I believe, and moſt cordially hope 
they may expet:—A Dilappointment; a mortal 
Wound to the ambitious Views of all that diſcontented 
Party: A Diſappointment, ſanctioned by a far greater 
mer Application, fufficient to extinguiſh every remain. 
ing Ray of Hope, and to induce them, 
the indecent Combinations and Threatenings of their 
Body, to lay afide for ever their favourite Meafure. — 
George the Third is a bright Example to all crowned 
Heads, as well as for all his Subjects to follow. He is a 
Lover of Religion: He is a Lover of the Proteſtant Re- 
ligion ; but it does not therefore follow, as our Diſſenter 
would infinuate, that he is attached to their particular 
Mode of Worſhip: On the contrary, George the Third, 
though deſcended from a Line of Anceſtors who were 
fort, the moſt amiable Princeſs whoever ſhared a Throne, 
though alſo educated in the fame Perſuaſion, have ſhewn 
themſelves Lovers of the Proteſtant Religion, as it is 
eflablifhed in the Kingdom over which they prefide. The 
Laws have required that the King of England ſhall be a 
Mem- 


1 
Member of the Church of England. They lay the 


meaneft of his Subjects; and if he ſhould refuſe the 
Terms preſcribed, at his Acceſſion to the Throne, he 
could not be King of England. Behold the Difference 
between the Conduct of this bright Ornament of our 
Chuoch, and that of the Dillharer. Our Sovereign 


becauſe it is the Eftabliſhment, he readily and heartily 


concurs: He does not comply as a Qualification 
to enjoy his great and exalted Station ; but he be- 


comes a true and real Member of our Church. The 
Diſſenter when appointed to any Poſt of Honour 
or Profit fuffers not the Mammon of Unnghteouſneſs to 
paſs beſide him, but is ready to comply with the neceſ- 
fary Forms; he enters that Church whoſe Doctrines and 
Diſcipline he in his Heart deteſts; he joins in Prayer 
with a Congregation, and in a Liturgy, from which, for 
Conſcience only as he tells us, he has been forced to 
ſeparate; he receives the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup- 
per in a Poſture, which he calls idolatrous ; he then en- 
ters on his Office and remains a ſtrict Diſſenter. Can 
any Man of Candour deny that this is a true Repre- 
ſentation of the uſual Practice amongſt Diſſenters ? It 
will perhaps be objected, that it is impoſſible for an In- 
dividual to be fo ſufficiently acquainted with the whole 
SeR, as to aſſert this as a Fact with Confidence ; that he 
may perhaps know a few Inftances of Perſons of that 


Perfuafon, who have acted with this Appearance of 
3 but that the Generality ot them are Men of 
fuch 


191 
fach tender Con ſciences, of ſuch unblemiſhed and vis. 
tuous Lives, that this is an unjuſt and ungenerous At- 
tack. The Writer is certainly not acquainted with the 
Conduft and Character of all Diſſenters 3 but neither is 
his Knowledge of them confined to a very narrow Circle: 
He has had Opportunity to obſerve their Actions in ſe- 
veral Counties, and does with Truth aver, that he has 
never known a fingle Inſtance, where a Diſſenter has 
been prevented from executing an Othce, which he was 
defirous to fill, becauſe his Conſcience would not per- 
mit him to receive the Sacrament according to the Rites 
and Ceremonies of the Church of England. From 
whence then ariſe theſe miſerable Complaints of Cruelty 
and Injuſtice, as if the Arm of Perſecution, guided by 
Bigotry, and wiclding the bloody Sword of intolerant 
Zeal, was now uplifted to deſtroy them? Will the 
Diſſenters ſay that they are really debarred from the En- 
joyment of Places of Profit and Honour, by the Ten- 
derneſs of their Conſciences ? Or will they confeſs that 
tho they do occaſionally conform, they do it expreſaly 
againſt the Difates of a Conſcience better informed ; 
but that their Unwillingneſs to loſe the Honours and 
Emoluments which they ſeek, compels them to ſuch 
Conformity. If they affert the former, the Notoriety 
of occafional Conformity direfily contradicts them. If 
the latter, what ſhall we fay to their boaſted Pre-Emi- 
nence of Holineſs, that Auſterity of Manners which 
not only is obſervable amongſt Diſſenters in general, but 
which hath operated fo effeftually on the Minds of the 


whole Fraternity, that if we can credit the Aſſurances 
condemned to 
the 


of the Diffenter, one of his Perſuaſion 
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| u a Phznomenon almoſt unheard of in the 


Where then ſhall we ſeck for the 


as nothing of this Sort is laid to their Charge, they are 
free from all the Inconvemences of Priſons and bodily 
| Pains, in common with all other the peaceable Subjects 
of the Reaim. Are Diſſenters, it may be aſked, the only 
good Subjecis of the State? Have they more Merit in 
being fuch than other Men ? If not, why ſhould this be 
conſidered as an Argument in their Favour? The Water 
B | of 
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of theſe Pages, though a Member of the Church of Eng. 
land, lays Gaim to the Character of a Subject as 
mach as the moſt loyal Difſenter ; but to ex- 
pet an Exemation from any Cpnditious or Burdens 
which the Laws of Society have impoſed, would be ar- 
rogant and preſuming. 

Servus; habes pretium, loris non ureris, ao : 

Non lominem occido ; non paſces in cruce Cor vos. 

Hos. 


The Diſſenter, 8 © not to accuſe his 
< Seft with faftious and feditious Principles, proceeds 
e 
He means, I ſuppoſe, who thoſe are within the fmall 
Meridian of one Congregation ; for it would have taken 
bim a Folio to deſcribe the various Denominations of 
Diſſenters throughout the Kingdom, with all that Mul- 
which they are branched. Could he have called the 
. Difſenters of England a Church, and with Juftice have 
compared them to the Preſbyterian Church of Scotland, 
or tothe eſtabliſhed Lutheran and Calviniſlical Churches 
on the Continent, they would deſerve to be treated with 
every Degree of Reſpect and Honour, and to be conſi- 
dered as real Brethren, though not exactly Members of 
the Church of England: But when we conſider the 
Diſſenters of England, not only diſſenting from the 
Eſtabliſhment, but alſo diſſenting fo greatly amongſt 
themſelves, that it is difficult to find two Congregations, 
whole Doctrines, Diſcipline, and Mode of Worſhip are 
not 
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not directly in Oppoſition to each other, we cannot 
but expreſs our Surprize at the Courage of a fingle Dif. 
= ments as to Goverment and Religion” of the whole 
Body. Their Sentiments of Government are certainly 
and generally known; but Iwill not venture to mention 
them, leſt I ſhould be called * Defamer, ami compared 
to the Father of Lies. That Father has an Abundance 
of Children: but whether they are educated in the eſta. 
bliſhed, or in the diſſenting Perſuaſion, I will not pre- 
tend to determine. As to their Sentiments of Religion, 
I believe they were conſidered with a greater Degree of 
Reſpet by the Members of the Eſtabliſhment, before 
the Diflenter's Deſcription of them, than they ever can 
he again. No Proteſtant denies the Right which is in- 
herent on every Chriſtian to read the Bible: We agree 
with the Diſſenter, that the Doctrines, which cannot be 
found there, ought to be rejected: But if . Creeds, Ar- 
© ticles, and Confeſſions of Faith,”* are thus to be con- 
demned, and thrown aſide as a Parcel of ſenſeleſs Rub- 
biſh, how happens it to be the Practice of ſome Difſent- 
ing Congregations, before a Perſon can fit down at the 
Lord's Tabie, to examine him ſtrictiy as to his Faith 
and Religious Opinions, and if they are found to differ 
from thoſe of the ion of which he is a Member, 
to reject him 
n if I am rightly informed, is the Cauſe, why ſo many 
Perſons, profeſhng to difſem from the Church in all other Parts 
of her Worſhip, are ſeen to partake of this her moſt ſolemn Or- 
Ginance, being afraid to undergo the Ordeal which is required, in 


Order to qualify them to be Communicants among their Brethren 
— | 


141 
Further, how ſhall we reconcile the Practice of theſe 
* Congregations, ſo like the Aſſemblies of the primitive 
Cl iſtians, to our Ideas of Charity and the comfort. 
able Doctrine of Remiſion of Sins upon Repentance, 
when we read in this Hiſtory of their Sentiments of Re- 
1 if @ Man appear and profeſs to be a 
* Chriſtian we admit him into our Communion, and he 
receives the Sacrament with us: Should he afterwards 
* deny the Lord that bought im, or be guilty of a Crime, 
we exclude him: He may attend on public Worſhip ; 
* but he is not allowed to fit down with us at the Lord's 
Table: This is all the Injury he fuflains. So then 
theſe charitable, pious Proteſtants, fo lille the primi- 
* tive Chrift:ans,”” ſuppoſe an Impoſſibility of Repen- 
tance. © If @ Man be guilty of a Crime we exclude 
< im. The Sentence is peremptory and final, Theſe 
Proteſtants, whoſe Religion is the Bible, exclude a Man 
utterly from becoming a Communicant at the Lord's 
Table, becauſe * he hath been guilty of a Crime.” In 
my Bible I read, that, when Saint Peter thought it rea- 
fonable to limit the Number of Times to ſeven in which 
Tranſgreſſions ſhould be pardoned, the Saviour of the 
World corrected him by faying, © Not until feven 
«© Times but until ſeventy Times ſeven. The Diſſen- 
ters Edition of the Bible, I ſuppoſe, contains a different 
Doctrine. This then it ſeems is all the Injury which a 
Man fuſtains amongſt Diſſenters for being guilty of 4 


Crime. We wiſh him to endure no temporal Lofs or 
acting 


Diſaduan age as a Member of civil Society, from 

* in 4 Manner unbecoming @ Chriffian: We fhould 
* eſtcem it impious to call on the Magiſtrate to inflidt the 
* flights 
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« flighteft Puniſhment on him.” Pious, gentle, cha- 

ritable Creatures; thus turning the left Cheek without 

Reſentment to them who ſtrike you on the right This 

Doctrine as deſcribed by the Diſſenter is however a 

firong and poſitive Proof of what bas been above aſ- 
ſerted, that their Congregations are very diffimilar, and 
even in many Inſtances contradictory to one another in 
their Notions and Sentiments of Religion ; for though 
the Congregation of which this Dilſenter is a Member is 
of fo and Lamb-hke a Diſpoſition, as never 
to * call on the Magiſtrate to inflit the flghteft Puniſh- 

nent on one who is guilty of a Crime, let the Crime 
be what it may, whether Murder, Robbery, or difturb- 
ing a pious Aſſembly at their Devotions; yet the Writer 
of theſe Sheets remembers once an Inſtance to the con- 
trary, which happened in the Conduct of a Diſſenting 
Congregation in a Sea Port Town near fourſcore Miles 
South-Weſt of Landon. 


A rade ill-mannered Fellow, conceiving himſelf in- 
jared by the Paſtor of the Flock, for having as he af- 
ſerted, by Threatemings and Promiſes, converted his 
Wife from the Eftabliſhed Church to become a M. m- 
der of his Meeting, was heard frequently to utter dif. 
reſpefiful Words concerning him; and one Evening in 
a Moment of Intoxication entered the Doors of the 
Place where the Congregation was aſſembled and threat- 
ened to ſhoot the Parſon. The Flock very juſtly 
alarmed at the Menaces, and ſhocked at the Impiety of 
the profane Intruder, were thrown in o great Confuſion, 
ad far from © wiſhing him to endure no temporal Loſs 

; . 
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* oy Diſadvantage as a Member” of Civil Society, fron 
e a Clriſtian; far from 
* eftceming it impious to call on t ie Magiſtrate to inflitt 
« the flighteſs Puniſhment on kim, . waited on the Ma- 
giſtrates the next Day, with their Paſtor at their Head, 
and requeſted the Protection of the Laws, and that con- 
dign Puniſhment ſhould be inflicied on the Offender: 


He was accordingly apprehended and committed to 


Priſon. 


I am far from blaming this Conduct either in the 
Shepherd or the Sheep: I mean no more by this Story, 
than to ſhew, that all Diſſenters are not of fo paſſive a 
Diatitins as t ewe the Funtlanant o” every {ate 
to the Tribunal of « Chriſt's Kingdom in another 
* World.” I cannot wholly diſmiſs this Subject, 
reſpecting the © Sentiments of Di ſſentars as to Civil Go- 
* vernment and Religion,” without once more adverting 
to that notable Inftance, which the Diſſenter is pleaſed 
to give us, of the fupericr Piety and Sanflity of bis Set 
over the reſt of Mankind, when with ſuch an Air of 
Triumph, he © appeals to the Judges of the Land, ang 
© inferior Magiſtrates, and deferes them to inform then- 


* condemn to fuſfer Puniſhment for breaking the Lows 
* of their Country : And fo peremptorily affures them, 
* that on Enquiry they will not find the fame Proportion 
* of Proteſtant Diſſenters as of People of every other 
* Denomination in the Kingdom, either for petty Of- 
* fences or for Crimes of confiderable Magnitude.” — 


* 
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8 it will appear in th e Eyes of moſt Readers 
* Subject ſor Laughter, than of ſerious Diicuſ- 
; as fuch, I ſhall leave it to the Contempt which 
manifeſtly deſerves. a 


Having thus learnt from withor Diſſen- 
— they are not, as other Men are, Extortioners, 
_ ——_— 
poets 10 give ws he promiſed teres, or king 
3 5 — The firſt is, 
tat * Every good Subj fold heve equal Ac to 
? Offices of Truſt, Honour, end Profit, i C 
" _—_— ; ty of which he is a Member.” 332 

Lamutations 5 and Reftritions, to which every Pro- 
| xy Abs bags the Aſſertion 
7 » that the Diſſenters are, 8 
GY good Subjefts. The Laws of the 
fary to any one's being arr 2 
1 3 ted to a of T 
Utd = to Gale ts ly pu,cons 
vernment of — 8 6 The Go 
_ — tothe | great Pro- 
_—_— 8 
2 ** amily to join in Prayer once i 
» and at fuck Prayers I Ec 
| 
Ser- 
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Servant punctually to attend: If under fuch Re- 
zons in a Family one of the Servants ſhould fay 
to me, Si, I have Objections to the Prayers which 


«* any longer in them;” I might probably endeavour 
to ſhew him the Impropriety of his Conduct; but 
if he ſhould continhe poſitively determined not to 
attend them any more, could I be blamed by any rea- 
fonable Man, if I were to ſay to him; though I reſpeſt 
you for paying ſuch Regard to your Conſcience as to do 
nothing contrary to its Dictates, yet I cannot poſſibly 
continue you longer in my Service, if it be not agree- 
able to you to ſubmit to the uſual Conditions of it. 1 
am ſorry to be under the Neceſſity of diſcharging you; 
I believe you to be very honeſt, ſober, and truſt worthy; 


but as I make it an invariable Rule, that all my Servants - 


ſhould join in the Family Prayers, I cannot poſhbly 
diſpenſe with your abſenting yourſelf from them. You 
are welcome to ſeck another Service where and when 


you pleaſe; 1 will give you the beft of Characters, and 


far from doing you any Injury, I will recommend you 


to the utmoſt of my Power to another Maſter. If the 
Servant ſhould argue in Return the Impoſlibility of 
his getting another Service ſo good as mine; that he had 
a Wiſe and ſeveral Children to maintair, and that it was 
a Matter of the greateſt Cruelty thus to deprive them of 
their Bread, merely becauſe the Tenderneſs of his Con- 
ſcience forbad him to join with me and mine in Prayer; 
if he ſhould urge his Honeſty, Sobriety, Fidelity, punc- 
tual Diſcharge of the Buſineſs committed to him, and 
that he never treated me with uncivil Language on any 


Oc- 
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Occafion, and that my diſcharging him would be his 
utter Ruin: If he ſhould go farther, and ſay, that he 
had a Right to be employed, and that I was committing 
an Act of real Injuſtice in diſcharging him: will any 
Man affert that his Arguments were concluſive, or that 
my ConduR was fuch as he endeavoured to repreſent it ? 
Will the Diſſenter himſelf ſay, that under fuch Circum- 
fances he would continue ſuch a Perſon in his Service? 
Would he not ſay, that he had a Right to enact what 
Laws he pleaſed within the Limits of his own Family ; 
and to enforce Obedience to them? If this be the Caſe 
with every private Family, who can affirm that Govern- 
ment has not at leaſt an equal Right to impoſe Condi- 
Departments under her? And if ſhe has, how are the 
will not comply with the Terms propoſed ? There is 
hot an Argument on this Part of the Difſenter's Subje& 
which does not fairly and exaily apply to the Compa- 
nlon of a private Family; and if this ſhould be granted, 
I think every one muſt allow that the Reaſons, as far as 
tation and Teſt Acts, are by no Means well founded. 


The Difſenter's next Reaſon is ſo very nearly related 
tothe former, that it ſcarcely ſtands in need of any other 
Anſwer than that which has been already given. He 
e ſeck a Repeal of the Corporation aid Teft Ads, 
* becauſe we conſider ourſelves as ſuffering Oppreſſion 
* by their Continuance. — It is difficult to underſtand 
tow that can with Propriety be called Oppreffion, 
C 
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which is voluntary and choſen. It bath been ſhewn in 
ſome of the foregoing Pages, that occaſional 
As a for Offices, is the general Praftice of 
Difſenters ; and it is a Fact too notoriouſly known to be 
— that the Tenets of their Perſuaſion allow it to be 
and the true Reaſon tor their ecking the Repeal remain 
yet to be diſcovered. 


The Diſſenter tells us, that © there is @ wide Diffe- 
* rence between the aflual Enjoyment of an Office and 4 
* legal Capacity of enjoying it. There certainly is a 
very wide one; as the former puts the great Defi- 
deratum of human Life into the Enjoyer's Pocket, while 
the latter only leaves him in a State of wiſhing for it. 
The Diſſenter perhaps means, that there is a wide Dif- 
a Capacity to enjoy them. He illuſtrates his Aﬀertion 
by adding, No Clerg yman has a Right to be a Biſhop, 
* till he is appointed by the Ling: No Lawyer has 6 
* Right to be a Judge, till he is called by the Sovereign 
|» i» tet een But if the Clergy and 
e 
ſoon diſcern the Hardſhip of the Caſe, and loudly com- 
* plain that they were deprived of their juft Rights.” 
Now what will this Diſſenter fay, when he is told, that 
many of the Clergy and Lawyers of Hampſhare, as 
well as cf other Parts of the Kingdom, are by an ex- 
prefs Statute declared incapable of ſeveral Preferments, 
which their Brethren art capable of enjoying. A Clet- 

gy man 
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gyman may be an exceeding good Man, he may be a 
Subject, and firmly attached to the Conſtitution in 
Church and State, yet if he is not qualified by having 
taken the Degree of Maſter of Arts in Oxford or Cam- 
bridge, he is © by expreſs Statute declared incapable” even 
to hold a ſecond Living, or to enjoy a Prebend in any of 
the Cathedrals, which are called the new Foundations: 
So if a Lawyer has ſtudied all the Books which ever 
the Statutes at his Fingers Ends, yet, if he has not 
taken the Degree of Serjeant in one of the Inns of 
Court, be is by © an exprefs Statute declared incapable” 
of being a Judge. Now nothing is more certain than 
thoſe loud Complaints“ which the Diſſenter is fo cer- 
tain would be the Conlequence if ſuch difabling Statutes 
Apologue of a Man bound Hand and Foot and yet de- 
fired to walk in, becauſe the Door was open, is exactly 
as applicable in this Cafe, as in that of the Difſenter's, 
do break the Cord that binds them, at their Pleaſure: 
The Clergyman and the Lawyer, however ably they 
may kick and ſtruggle, cannot break it. 


The Diſſenter tells us, that * in Scotland there is not 
and there never was a Sacramental Teft,” and that in 
Ireland it was repealed afew Years ago; and therefore 
thinks it reaſonable that there ſhould be none in Eng- 

C2 Hand. 
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land. It might be thought invidious to mention the 
obvious Reaſons, why there is no Teſt in Scotland. The 
Writer will only obſerve, that the Scots are Subjects of 


the King and Parliament of England. Preſbytery is 
there by Indulgence eſtabliſhed : To compel therefore 
Preſhyterians of that Country to receive the Sacramene 
according to the Rites and Ceremonies of the Church 
of England, would be to take from them with one Hand 
what has been given them by the other: And to have 
required from the who dwell there, that 
they ſhould receive the Sacrament according to the Cul- 
tom of the Scotch Church, would be to require, that 
they ſhould approve themſelves Admirers of thoſe very 
Tenets, which are by the Teſt Laws confidered as ini. 
mical to the Engliſh Conſtitution in Church and State, 
and would in ſhort expreſaly contradict the Purpoſes 
for which thoſe falutary Acts were made. In Ireland 
the Number of thoſe whom we call Diſſenters is mconk- 
derable. The eſtabliſhed Church itfelf by no Means 
contains the Majority of the Inhabitants of that Iſland, the 
Bulk of whom are Roman Catholics ; chefe are by Law 
excluded from all Places of Truſt and Profit ; and the 
Act of 1779, which our Diffenter fo truumphantly intro, 
duces as applicable to the Caſe of the Difſenters of Eng- 
Land, may or may not, for ought he or I can ay to the con- 
trary, produce Effects fatal to the Intereſts of the Church 
of Ireland. The Experience of ten Vears is not more 
than a tenth Part ſufficient whereon to ground an Ar- 
gument of fuch Importance ; and ſhall we, becauſe the 
ws hpi tc Hows Toll v 


1 


called on to hazard a like Experiment, even before the 
Effect of theirs is known. 

The Argument drawn from the preſent Situation of 
the Kingdom of France, is a plain and unequivocal 
Proof of the Sentiments of civil Government maintained 
by this Diffenter. * Whoever afferts that Diſſenters 
are Republicans defames.” Let any Man read the 
twenty-firſt Page of the Diſſenter's Pamphlet, and then 
fay, whether it be defamatory or not to call Aim at leaſt 
a Republican. When one confiders the anarchical State 
of that Kingdom, the unrelenting Maſſacres, the lawleſs 
Aſſemblies, the doubly tyrannous Dominion of a Set of 
faftious Demagogues, who now rule the Nation with a 
Nod of Iron under the Maſk of Liberty; and when we 
fee a Diſſen? er in the Name of his whole Set exulting 
in the dreadful Havock which has been made, © congra- 
® tulating our good Neighbours on their noble Acguiſition 
© and cordially rejoicing in their Succefs,”* we tremble 
at the Reflection of what will be the State of Britain, 
when Diſſenters ſhall ſnatch the Helm of Government. 
When that Event takes Place, Monarchy, thy Downfal 
is not diſtant : Hierarchy, thy Sun is fect ! 


The Diffenter's next Reaſon for wiſhing a Repeal of 
the Corporation and Teſt Acts is, becauſe ® he con- 
* cezves them to be prejudicial to the beſt Intereſts of the 
* Communaty, by excluding from public Offices both Civil 
* and Military, «a Number of Perſons properly qualified to 
* fill them: We cannot but thank him for his difin- 
tereſted Concern for the public Weal ; but as we do not 
A preſcnt perceive apy Scarcity of thoſe who are Mem- 
bers 
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bers of the Eſtabliſhed Church, fit and able to fill the 
Offices of Government; we beg Leave for the preſent 
to decline his generous Offer: When the Time arrives, 
in which the Church of England has not Members in 
her Communion iufficient to fight her Battles both with 
the Pen and with the Sword, we will call on this Die 


ſeater for the Aid waica ne ſo generouſly proffers. 


After thus proving, in his Way, that the Repeal of 
the Acts in Queſtion will be beneficial, he proceeds to 
prove that © zt mill not be in the ſmalleſt Degree injurious 
to the Conflitution.” This Manner of Arguing is 
what Rhetoricians call the Figure of Hyſteron proteron, 
or in common Engliſh, the Cart before the Horſe. 'A 
plain Writer who had not dealt in Figures would cer- 
tainly have proved the eaner, before he had attempted 
the harder Propoſition ; or if he had thought it needful 
firſt to attack the ſtrongeſt Enemy, one ſhould have 
imagined, he would have conſidered the weaker beneath 
his Notice, for to my poor Comprehenfion it appears, 
that if it can once be proved that the Repeal of the Teſt 
and Corporation Adls are beneficial tothe Conſtitution, 
it follows of Courſe, and requires nut the Skill of this 
redoubtable Champion to prove that it cannot be inju- 
rious to it. But, as in all Things he profeſſes to take 
the Bib'e for his Guide, I ſuppoſe he had the Example 
of David in View, who after killing the Giant Goliath 
thought it necdtul to cut off his Head. 


ſenter proceeds another Step: He roundly aſſerts, that 
* 4 Re- 
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® g Repeal of the Corporation and Teft Af; will not 
* grove detrimental to the Eftabiiſhed Church: And 
then in true Puritanic Language he tells us, © we 
« profeſs in the Sincerity of our Hearts, that by our 
« Application to Parliament it is not our Deſign to in- 
jure the Church of England.” Taking the Truth 
of this Profeſſiom at preſent for granted, we conceive it 
highly probable, that Conſequences might follow, which 
may not be foreſeen by this Diſſenter. Perhaps there 
may be no ſettled Defign to injure the Church of Eng- 
land; and yet, if even there is, it is exceedingly rea- 
fonable to ſuppoſe that it lies at preſent cloſely hidden 
in the Bofoms of a few Leaders of the Sect. This Dif- 
ſenter, like the Writer of theſe Pages, is probably an 
bumble Individual, and no more in the Secrets of the 
Diſſenting Conclave, than the Writer is in the Con- 
fidence of his Majeſty's Council: For him therefore to 
determine that 4 Repeal of the Corporation and Teft 
Ads will not prove detrimental to the Eftabliſhed 
* Church” is but an Aﬀertion at Random, and carries 
no more Conviction with it, than if I were to aſſert that 
their Continuance would not prove detrimental to the 
Intereſts of Diſſenters. The Diſſenter tells us, if the 
Ads ſhould be repealed, * fuck Repeal would not lef- 
« ſen the Emoluments of the Church : Her Bi 
* her Deaneries, Prebends, Rectories, and all the various 
Dignities remain exactly as before : Eccleftaſtical Pre- 
« ferments flow juſt in the ſame Channel.” As well, 
Candour and Good-will towards the Diſſenters, may I 
allert, that the Continuance of theſe Acts will not leſſen 

| the 
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the Emoluments of Diffenters; their Meetings in coftly 
Buildings, in Tabernacles, in Barns, in the open Air 
remain exactly as before: Their Right of chuſing their 
own Minifter, of dictating to him what Doctrines he 
ſhall preach, of expelling him if he does not implicitly 
obey them; their © abſtaining from Drunkennefs, Sab. 
* beth-breaking, and Swearing, all flow in the ſame un- 
* nterrupted Channel.” h 


The Diffenter ſays, that, ſuppoſing the Repeal to be 
. 
* Situation, that they could not, and if they could, he 
* hopes would not in jure the Church.” We hope fo 
too ; but as Hopes often prove abortive, fo we think it 
fafeſt in this Inftance not to truſt them. Why ſhould 

we part with the Subſtance for the Shadow ? Why ex- 


change Certainty for Hopes, which ſo often, and are ſo 
able to, deceive us? 


The Diffenter is pleaſed to inform us, that © many 
Diſſenters have been in Office ; that in ſome Corgora- 
tions they have had confiderable Influence. But has 
any Thing been attempted there injurious to the Church? 
* Have its Minifters had Reaſon to complain of Difre- 


« felt?" To both theſe Queſtions, eſpecially to the 
latter, I anſwer in the Affirmative. Diſſenters have been 


in Office : This Writer has known Corporations where 
they have bad Influence : He has alſo known and ſeen 
Minifters of the Church of England, and the Worſhip 
of the Church itfelf, treated with much Difreſpet by 
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ſcraple not to offer up their Conſciences as a Sacrifice on 
the Altar, to the Idols of their Adoration, Power, and 


worldly Intereſt. 


The Diſſenter ſays, It is probable that fome may 
® ghet: Say what you will, we know you hate us ; 
* we can prove you to be Enemies: Look back to the 
® Days of Charles I. and fee how your Anceſtors treated 
* the Church and the King.” We do fay fo; we be- 
leve it ; we avow the Objeftion. We admit with this 
Diſſenter, that a Man cannot be anfwerable for the Con- 
dud either of his remote or immediate Progenitors; but, 
becauſe he is not anfwerable for their Faults, it does not 
therefore follow, that there is not an extreme Probability, 
bordering on moral Certainty, that his Principles, his 
Sentiments of Civil and Religious Government, are ex- 
ally the fame. The Diſſenter, when he ſpeaks of the 
glorious Revolution, which happened an Hundred Years 
* ago; when he ſpeaks of the Introduction of the preſent 
Muſtrious Houſe of Hanover, which was almoſt Half a 
Century ; when he ſpeaks of their zealous Attachment 
to, and Support of the Proteſtant Famuly on the Throne, 
el their being not inthe ſmalleſt Degree concerned either 
in the Rebellion of 1719 or 1745, not only applauds 
the Conduct of his Anceſtors, but availing himſelf of 
their Merits thinks it a ſtrong and conclufive Argument 
in Favour of the preſent Generation of Proteſtant Diſ- 
ſenters ; but when he is reminded, or rather reminding 
himſelf of the Behaviour of his Forefathers in the Reign 
_ of Chanles I. then he frankly acknowledges, that when 
* the P ans got into Power, they ated in @ very 


3 calpatic Manner ; and we without Reſerve condemn 
D 
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their Conduft : But, ſays our Diſſenter, « Man con 
* only anſwer for himſelf ; let us not be blamed for the 
* Faults of our remote Progenitors.” Agreed: But then 
neither let him arrogate the Merits of his remote Proge.. 
nitors. If we are not to judge of Mens Principles from 
the Principles of thoſe from whom they profeſs to be 
have by Education imbibed, what tolerable Reaſon can 
be given, why Papiſts ſhould not be admitted to Places 
of Truft and Profit as well as Proteſtant Diſſentem ? If 
it be anſwered, that they are a dangerous Set of People, 
that they are hoſtile to the Houſe of Hanover, that they 
have been guilty of many and grievous Perſecutions, as 
we may read in the Pages of Engliſh Hiſtory ; the Ob- 
jection may be anſwered by two or three Lines of our 
Difſfenter's Book, viz. by faying that they can only be 
„ accountable for thetr own Conduct, and by no Means 
* for the Behaviour of their remote Progenitors.” The 
preſent Race of Papiſts in England are, I am firmly per- 
fuaded, as good Subjects, as well attached to the Family 
on the Throne, as peaceable and quiet Neighbours, and 
I will even venture one Step farther, as good Friends to 
the Church of England, as our Brethren the Diſſenters. 
We have the Example of former Iimes to prove that the 
Papiſts, when m Power, wiſhed to extirpate the Proteſ- 
tant Profeſſion:— We have the lame Example to prove, 
that Diffenters, when in Power, laboured io deſtroy the 
Church of England :—But we are far from being certain 
that cither of them would in theſe liberal and enlightened 
Days repeat the iame unwarrantable Conduct: But 
feeling ourſelves perfetily happy in the preſent Situation 
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do the ſame. 


This Argament is, that ® to mole the receiving 


® the moſt ſolemn Ordinances of the Chriſtian 
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which we think can produce no Good, and may poſſibly 
an Abundance of Evil. Far be it from the 
Members of the Church of England to be diſpleaſed at 
this Diſſenter for reminding them of the Intolerance and 
perſecuting Spirit of Bancroft, Laud, and other Biſhops 
of our Church: We are not © anfwerable for the Con- 
« duft of our remote Progenators ; it is well if we can 
* anſwer for our o:. Let that ſpeak for itſelf. Does 
the preſent Bench of Biſhops, do the opulent and dig- 
fied Clergy, do the inferior Paſtors, Rectors, Vicars and 
Curates, or do the Members of the Church at large, ſhew 
any Diſpoſition to perſecute, oppreſa, injure, or de ſpiſe 
thoſe who differ from them ? Does not the Magiſtrate 
of every Denomination ſhew an equal Readineſs to ad- 


miniſter impartial Juſtice; and to deſcend to a Step of 


fhll ſmaller Confequence, does not the Buyer, who is a 
Member of the Church of England, with the true Spirit 
of Liberality, diſtribute his Payments as freely to them, 
as to thoſe of his own Communion ? Let the Diſſenter 
fay in * the Sincerity of lis Heart,” whether he and his 


We are at length arrived at the laſt Argument, which 
our Diſſenter uſes, why the Teſt and Corporation Acts 


mould be repealed: This he gives us as the Coup de 


Grace, the finiſhing Stroke which we cannot ſurvive, 


and to which there ſeems to remain with him but little 


Doube that the three Eſtates of the Realm will yield 
as 


of the 


* Military Offices, is an impious Profanation of one of 
Religion. 


From 
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From this Text the Dilſenter makes a very excellent and 
pious Diſcourſe, and which would certainly be uſeful, 
„„ in my humble 
Opinion, it is foreign from the Purpoſe, and as unfair a 
Repreſentation of the Queſtion in Debate, as is the 
Note wherein he fo pathetically laments the Situation 
of the Clergy in Conſequence of theſe Ats. 


I do by no Means admit, that the receiving the Sa- 
crament is intended as a Qualification for holding Offi 
ces: I do not conceive that to be the Meaning of the 
Law: But by the Neceſſity which is impoſed upon Per- 
fons to be admitted to Offices to receive the Sacrament 
previous or foon after ſuch Admiſſion, it is vulgarly, but 
improperly called a Qualification. The Laws of Eng- 
land have in many Caſes ſhewn a decided Partiality in 
Favour of the Members of her own Church. In the 
Caſe before us, the Law means to fay, that none but ſuch 
hall be admitted to Places of Truſt and Honour. By 
what Criterion then ſhall it be determined, whether a 
Man be or be not a Member of the Church of Eng- 
land? Barely ſaying ſo could not be deemed ſufficient; 
fuch by joining in ber moſt folemn and facred Ordi- 
"nance, The Law prefumes every Man to be honeſt 
and fincere till be is proved otherwiſe, nor does it ſup- 
| - pole that Men, who profeſs to diſſent from the Church 
on Motives of conſcientious Scruples, could be fo dead 
to every Senſe of Picty and Religion as to conform, for 
the Sake of worldly Intereſt to a Ceremony, which moſt 


of them, except when it ſuits their Convenience to hold 
a different Doctrine, call unlawful and idolatrous 
With 
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With no more Juſtice can receiving the Sacrament be 
called a Qualification for an Office, than my Servant 
joining in the Prayers with my Family can be called a 
to be my Footman ; and if one is a Profa- 
nation ſo is the other. Undoubtedly when a wicked 
Man, without any Intention of Repentance, preſents 
himſelf at the Lord's Table in Order to be a Partaker of 
the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, he is guilty of great 
' Profanation : So is he, who preſumes to join the Con- 
gregation in ſaying the Lord's Prayer, while be is in 
open Enmity with his Neighbour, and either will not 
or cannot be prevailed on to forgive. The Profanation 
in either Caſe is notorious and groſs, but not juſtly 
chargeable on the Clergyman who reads the Prayers or 
admimfiters the Sacrament, or on the Legiſlature, which 
adminiſtered, but it is chargeable on the wicked Receiver, 
might the Diſſenter petition Parliament, that Oaths of 
every Kind ſhould be aboliſhed, leſt wicked Men ſhould 
break them, as that the Adminiſtration of the Sacrament 
ſhould be omitted, leſt unworthy Perſons ſhould for 
unworthy Purpoſes receive it. Nay, but the Diſſenter 
will fay, it is not te the Adminiſtration of the Sacrament 
object, but to its being adminiſtered as a Qualification 
for an Office; there lies the Profanation. Let us then 
take it in that Light, and ſee whether the Argument does 
not equally hold good reſpecting an Oath. Number- 
leſs are the Offices of Honour, Truſt, and Profit in this 
Kingdom, to which a Man cannot be admitted without 
the previous Qualification of an Oath: If a Perſon, who 
takes the Oath, either means to break it at the Time he 
takes 
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takes it, or does fo afterw ard, and continues wilfully in 


that Breach, it is undoubtedly a Profanation of the 
deepeſt Die ; in no Degree inferior in my Mind than 
that by him who receives the Sacrament in the moſt im- 
pious State of Soul, or for the moſt unworthy and im- 
proper Purpoſes. The Sacrament of the Lord's Supper 
is juſtly conſidered as an awful and folemn Part of our 
Worſhip. The taking an Oath, though alſo generally 
allowed to be a Matter of Importance, is yet nut by any 
Means looked on with the fame Veneration as the for- 
mer. Will any ferious Chriſtian tell me, that it ought 
not? For my own Part I am free to acknowledge, that I 
would as readily receive the Sacrament to a Fallchood, 
as I would affert one on an Oath. The Profanation in 
the latter Cafe would in my Mind be fully equal to that 
m the former : Both would be calling the Creator of the 
Univerſe to witneſs an Untruth ; and both heinous In- 
Rances of a profligate and abandoned Heart. The 
Dillenter in the Concluſion of his Book tells us, that 
they © wiſh for an Oath to be fubſtituted in the Room of 
* the Sacramental Teft, and that all Diffenters would be 
* therewith contented.” Now taking for granted that 
the Profanation of the Sacrament is the Grievance, which 
really hes fo heavy at this Diſſenter's Heart, and that his 
Object is, * that the Anger of God may ceaſe againſt us: 
allow me to aſk, how is the Matter mended by fubſti- 
tuting an Oath in its Stead? I am not to be told that the 
to Diſſenters: They are generally good Men; and oc- 
cannot be the Profanation complained of :—No, the 
Profanation 1s, its being adminiſtered to wicked Men 38 
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Qualification for an Office. Here then I recur to the 
On by this Diſſenter. Will not wicked Men 
take this Oath ? Will they not take it with a Dehgn to 
break it ? Will they not live in the habitual Breach of it ? 
And if they do, I again profeſs my Opinion to be, that 
the Profanation is as great as receiving the Sacrament for 
unworthy Purpoſes: And I think there is as much Rea- 
fon for the Diſſenter to be aftonifhed that all Perſons au- 
thoriſed to adminiſter Oaths do not apply te Parliament 
for Relief, as for him to expreſs his Surprize at the Neg- 
ligence of the Clergy in this Reſpect. 


Thus have I examined the Reaſons given by the Dif- 
ſenter why the Corporation and Teſt Acts ſhould be re- 
peal ed: I have ſpoken my Sentiments freely as they 
flowed from my Heart; 1 neither defire nor intend to 
ive Offence to any one by what I have witten; nor 
— 1 have written at all on this Subject, if I had not 
If any Thing ſhould be found in the foregoing Pages, 
which favours of Severity, let the candid Reader fauly 
determine who commenced Hoſtilities, who drew the 
Sword of Sneer and Sarcaſm, and brandiſhed it over the 
Head of that Church, which it is the Duty of all her 
of his own Vine, no good Chriſtian would wiſh to offer 
them any Moleſtation; but now that they have ſoun qed 
' tained a Victory, it becomes the Duty of every af- 
fe&ionate Son of the Church to riſe up in her Defence. 
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. Men; ſuch I revere and honour, however much I may 
differ from them in Sentiments of Government and Re- 


theſe Differences of Opinion may create no laſting 
Animofiges among us or our Deſcendants. 


And may that ſame Almighty Being, from whom is 
the only Stability of Kingdoms and Religions, for ever 
ſhelter and protect the Church of England from the 
made Hand of Perſecution, and from the Affaults of all 
her Enemies. To adopt the Diſſenter's Words, 


« Broad and ſtrong are her Foundations: Meds 
* fe riſe: Long as the World laſts may fe ſecurely 
« fland. And may all the People of this eatenfive King= 
* dom find ſhelter beneath her Roof.” 
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